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JUDICIAL ADMINISTRATION
AND THE LAW SCHOOLS
By

HAROLD

R.

MEDINA*

1 am especially pleased at this opportunity to address you today
as it takes me back to my teaching days at Columbia Law School,
where for twenty-five years I struggled to fulfill my obligation to
teach procedure to the law students, and at the same time carry
the burdens of a substantial and increasing law practice. I shall
never forget being thrown almost overnight, as a young man just
a bit over three years out of law school, into the course of Common Law Pleading, due to the sudden illness of old Professor Redfield. About the third week of the course, someone stole my notes
and the annotated and well-marked copy of Ames' cases which I
had used as a student; and I really suffered the tortures of the
damned trying to keep a step or two ahead of the class until the
course was over.
As Chairman of the Section of the Judicial Administration of
the American Bar Association, perhaps with more zeal than discretion, I embarked upon a personal program of surveying the
field of Judicial Administration from the standpoint of the various groups which in cooperation one with another are responsible for improving the administration of justice. I cover the first
group in my Harrisburg address "Judges As Leaders In Improving The Administration Of Justice", the second in an address to
the people of Queens County, New York, entitled "Justice- A
Community Job" in connection with the celebration of the Diamond Jubilee of the Queens County Bar Association; today I shall
hope to examine some of the problems concerning the duties of
the law schools, winding up tomorrow evening in Dayton, Ohio,
with a consideration of the duties of the organized and unorganized bar on this most important subject, under the title "Courage
and Independence at the Bar."
0 A.B., Princeton University; LL.B., Columbia. Judge, United States District
Court, Southern District of New York; formerly Professor of Law, Columbia Umversity. This article is an address delivered to the alumm of the law schools
attending the Ohio Valley Regional Meeting of the American Bar Association, at
Louisville, Kentucky, April 11, 1952, by the author as Chairman of the Section
of Judicial Admnistration of the American Bar Association.
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As I look back upon my own teaching experience, I think my
happiest and my most effective days were those in which I went
along with the students, learning the subject as I taught it. From
the first I made up my mind that I would never teach any course
twice the same way, and I stuck to this determination over the
greater part of twenty-odd years. This is the first time that I have
seriously gone into the subject which I shall discuss today. Under
these circumstances, and fully recognizing that my thinking has
not approached such a period of maturity as to warrant the mak
ing of recommendations or suggestions, I shall do what would
probably have been wiser in any event, and that is to try to open
up the subject and apply some critical analysis which may be of
assistance to others.
Of one thing I am certain and that is that the law schools can
do a better job than they are doing now By way of background,
let me quote two statements by my old friend Chief Justice Arthur
T Vanderbilt. In an article on "Judicial Administration in the
Law School Curriculum" published in the April 1944 issue of the
Journal of the American Judicature Society, he wrote:
"If we are ever to modernize our judicial procedure
we must teach the lawyers of tomorrow while they are still
in law school not only what the practice in their state is,
but what it should be."
In his "Men and Measures in the Law", published in 1949,
we find this brief summary of what have been developed, largely
under the leadership of Chief Justice Vanderbilt and Chief Judge
John J. Parker of the United States Court of Appeals of the
Fourth Circuit, as the "Minimum Standards" which the Section
of Judicial Administration is striving to bring about all over the
United States, at page 133.
"What is it that we are actually seeking in judicial
reform? What the litigant really wants is so simple and so
entirely reasonable that one wonders why it has not long
since been achieved everywhere: 1) a prompt and efficient
trial of his case, 2) at reasonable cost, 3) in which he is
represented by a competent attorney, 4) before an impartial
and experienced judge in the trial court, 5) with a jury that
is a representative cross-section of the honest and intelligent
citizenry, and 6) with a right to review the trial court's de-
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termination before an impartial and experienced appellate
tribunal, which will decide his appeal promptly and efficiently."
By way of further background, let me tell you a little story out
of my own experience. It will explain my interest in improving
the administration of justice. The first case I ever tried was a
little case in the Municipal Court in Brooklyn, for the recovery
of $500 which I alleged had been procured from my client by
fraud. The facts were very simple. My client, a young man of
about 27, had seen an advertisement in one of the New York
papers to the effect that anyone having $500 to invest would get
some very interesting information at such and such a place.
Having just $500 in a savings bank he answered the advertisement
and was shown some acetylene gas articles such as lamps, irons,
and so on, and was told that he could have the exclusive agency
of the State of New Jersey in the selling of these articles on behalf
of the sole manufacturer. The $500 was supposed to be put up
as security for his integrity He made the contract, put up the
$500, and was given a box containing samples of the articles he
was to sell. When he went to New Jersey and tried to sell these
articles he found that they were on sale in various stores at retail
at prices lower than he was paying, which, of course, made it impossible for him to make any profit, or indeed to make any sales
at all except at a loss. The person or corporation which had his
money was not the sole manufacturer at all. On the basis of these
false representations, I sued to recover the $500. We had a jury
of six and everything went swimmingly in my presentation of the
plaintiff's case. I even had a school teacher from Pennsylvania
who had been defrauded in the same way, by the same defendant,
and she made quite an impression on the jury I noticed that my
adversary did not seem to be putting up much of a fight. In any
event, I rested at the close of the plaintiff's case; and my adversary
then said merely "I move to dismiss the complaint." There was
no statement of any reasons, there was no discussion; and the
judge said "Motion granted." I was bewildered and dismayed.
Before I could even collect my thoughts and my papers on the
counsel table, the trial of the next case started. I had no premonition of the tragedy that was to come, but, as the result of that ruling, my client went out and shot himself. I was so frightened that
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I did not even tell my wife about it, or anyone else for a space of
some fifteen years. I am not sure that I did not destroy the papers,
for I have never been able to find them.
A little reflection and further study showed me the problem
in all its simplicity. My suit must of necessity have been based
upon an affirmance or disaffirmance of the contract. If based upon
a disaffirmance, there should have been a tender of the box containing perhaps $25 worth of samples. I had made no tender. On
the basis of affirmance, it was incumbent upon me to prove my
damages by offering testimony of the value of the contents of the
box. I had not done that either. I was inclined to take all the
blame for the tragedy upon myself.
But as I look back and as I realize how easy it would have
been to supply the necesary proof had my adversary specified the
grounds of his motion or had the judge indicated the reasons for
his ruling, I am inclined to think today that someone had been
talking to the judge ex parte and that the judge ruled as he did
so that I would not know what it was all about, and would have
no real opportunity to supply the missing evidence.
Innocent as I was in those days, it never occurred to me that
it made a particle of difference who was the judge before whom
the case was tried, nor to inquire of the relations past or present
that might exist between my adversary and the judge.
That little case illustrates how foolish it is to teach the students
in law school the intricacies and technicalities of the local procedure in their states, without also teaching them the importance
of selecting the judges in some way which will so far as possible
separate the judiciary from partisan politics and insure placing
upon the bench only men of integrity and the highest competence.
I could go on for hours showing the daily tragedies that result
from inadequacies in the administration of justice which can only
be removed by a proper integration of the courts, the giving of
power and authority to a chief justice or administrative judge, and
the removal of the multiplicity of obstacles which now prevent
efficient administration in a very large part of the United States.
Some day you should read "The Cost of Justice", a pamphlet
by Harry D. Nims, a sturdy worker in the vineyard and for many
years a member of the New York State Judicial Council. He gives
data concerning the congestion of the court calendars of tort
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cases, with instance after instance of cases of widows and orphans,
the maimed and the dying, to whom ultimate recovery came too
late. It is a dismal and shocking picture of conditions which obtain in various parts of the country and especically in New York.
And so I repeat in different form what I said in the beginning.
We must plant the seeds in the law schools; we must develop a
certain amount of fire, zeal and enthusiasm among the students
for improving the functioning of the courts, and give the students
a sound background of information, so that when they come out
of school and later attain positions of power and influence they
will not sit idly on the side lines, but will put their shoulders to
the wheel and fight manfully for the adoption of sound measures
to improve the administration of justice, so that the litigants may
have at their disposal an efficient machinery for the adjustment of
their legal difficulties.
If the lawyers and judges generally put all the weight of their
influence behind these reforms of which I speak, they could be
put into effect almost over night. But they do not. The rank and
file throw sand in the machinery and by obstruction and often
captious opposition wear down the strength of the relatively few
who see the light and carry on the endless struggle to improve the
administration of justice. Our chief hope for the future lies in
some sort of revision of the law school curricula so that the students will understand while they are still in law school what this
is all about.
These are really wonderful days in which to live. They remind
me often of the 18th century, when new ideas were cropping up
from day to day, and when the whole of Europe and America was
alive and quick. Whether it is fully realized or not, the truth is
that even as I speak to you today, the law school world is in a
state of ferment about the very things of which I speak. Sometimes it is more exciting and more satisfying to work on problems
while the fermentation is going on, rather than later when the
struggle is over and the occasional state of suspended animation
has been reached.
Let me tell you something about the present situation in the
law schools. I realize that practically every one of you knows about
these things. Probably most of you know more about them than
I do. I am not posing as an expert. But I am beating the drums
for the program of the Section.
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I am interested today chiefly in the problems of Judicial Administration. But those whose ideas have been gradually taking
shape over the years have very naturally found that in law teaching, as in everything else, one thing leads to another. The chief
concern of some is the subject of legal ethics; others get excited
about the unauthorized practice of the law; perhaps the soundest
views of all are held by those who would view the legal profession
as a whole and seek to develop in the minds of the students some
notion of the function of the lawyer in society Others believe
that for generations the subject of procedure has been manhandled
in the law schools, and more or less treated as an unloved stepchild.
A recent questionnaire sent out to member schools by the
Association of American Law Schools was answered by 87 schools
of which number 39 indicated that they had separate courses in
legal ethics and 7 that they had separate courses in judicial administration. Of the 48 having no course in legal ethics the subject received "incidental treatment" in other courses in all but 7,
while 53 of the 80 schools not giving judicial administration stated
that it was receiving "incidental treatment" in other courses. Only
4 schools admitted having no treatment of legal ethics or judicial
administration. Professor Elliott E. Cheatham of the Columbia
Law School who made a report on the general subject for the
Survey of the Legal Profession says the schools are in almost complete agreement that they should direct their efforts to professional responsibility in private practice and also to a broader sense
of obligation, and that a majority show dissatisfaction with the
extent to which the law schools are now meeting the problem. He
continues:
"Yet there is no semblance of uniformity in what
the schools are now doing or in what they believe should be
done. The variety of opinions and methods in this field is
probably greater than in any other part of law school work.
The variety, it appears, stems from different sources: a) In
part the disagreement is over what the function of a law
school should be and over how broad should be the training
it seeks to give. (b) In part, there is a difference of opinion
as to the practicable methods, and scope of treatment. (c)
In part, the difference is caused by the size of the schools, a
seminar course being useful in small schools, and impractic
able in large ones. Where the student body is small, much
emphasis may be placed on student organizations. (d) In
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part, the disagreement seems to come from the attitude of
the students toward the bar and the bench. Where it is
respected, there may be emphasis on contact with and lec
tures by the bar and bench. In a more cynical or sceptical
environment, this is not urged.
The purpose and scope of the courses differ widely.
Some are concerned only with the existing rules of professional conduct, dogmatically expounded. Some of them
have more depth, dealing with the history and traditions of
the profession. Only a few seem to conceive their opportunity as broadly as the Survey itself conceived its task, and
seek to inquire into the problems of the profession in
modern society, as well as the activities of the individual
lawyer.
There was disagreement on the place in the curriculum where the subject could best be dealt with. Some
schools thought it should go in the first year so the students
will be brought up against the problems at the outset.
Others thought it should come later for, as one dean wrote,
'first year students do not have adequate background
to
grasp the full implications of attorneys' duties and the
responsibilities in relation thereto.
The methods are diverse. Some are mere lectures,
with whatever vividness and inspiration may be contributed
by the lecturer. Some use case and other materials. Some
use essentially a problem method."
It would be tedious to attempt to give you a recital of the
facts I have been able to ascertain relative to the various courses
now being given in one law school or another, in an attempt to
cover the subjects now under discussion. I think it will be more
helpful if I set forth what seem to me to be four distinct approaches, each of which has its respective merits.
Perhaps the most direct approach and the one which is as yet
untried but which will soon be put in operation, constitutes a new
way of teaching procedure. Chief Justice Arthur T Vanderbilt
will bring out very shortly his new casebook on "Modern Procedure and Judicial Administration" He described it recently
in a letter as follows:
"What I am trying to do is change the course in
Procedure from one that starts with trials by ordeal, by
battle and by compurgation and never gets much further,
to one based on the Federal Rules of Civil and Criminal
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Procedure (they must be taught together) developed in the
light of all of the United States Supreme Court decisions
construing them and the most important decisions of the
lower courts. I take the student through the steps of a trial
- the choice of a court, the parties, the place of trial, getting
the defendant into court, stating the controversy, pretrial
procedures, the trial, judgment, judicial review and execution- and after that I give him the essentials of judicial
selection, jury selection, the training and disciplining of attorneys and judicial administration."
The emphasis throughout is upon the broad concepts of judicial
administration reflected in the "Minimum Standards", in a setting
of the Federal Rules of Civil and Criminal Procedure.
I have read the Introduction and also the chapters on "Judicial
Selection and Related Problems" and "Jury Selection and Service"
and I will guarantee that anyone really interested in improving
the administration of justice will get a thrill out of these materials.
Whether or not the course will take hold, only time will tell. The
reactions of the law students will have a great deal to do with this.
But such a course is almost certainly doomed to failure unless
taught by someone thoroughly competent and full of the subject,
and with a fairly rich background of practical experience. The old
dry-as-dust method of teaching procedure which was in vogue
when I was a student in law school would kill a course like this
in the short space of a week or two.
But I venture this prediction: The historical method of teaching Procedure with which many of us are all too familiar is quite
plainly on its way out. It is difficult enough for a student to cover
the essentials in a law school curriculum with dozens of new subjects such as Taxation, Administrative Law, Labor Law, Trade
Regulations, and a dozen or so others crowding their way in, without the necessity of swallowing a large dose of Common Law
Pleading and what not else. Indeed, one of the arguments against
a separate course on Judicial Administration or Legal Ethics, or
even the Legal Profession, seems to be that something must be
done to teach Procedure, but that in an already overcrowded curriculum it is all but impossible to include these others without
perhaps omitting something else deemed to be more important.
The second approach, which also blazes a fresh trail, is represented by Judge Charles E. Clark's new "Cases on Modern Plead-
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ing" Here, again, is a stimulating and most interesting casebook
by a master of the subject, with an unexampled background as a
law teacher and as a judge. This casebook is already in use in
the form of three pamphlets aggregating some 1,014 pages, and
even now as I speak, it may be that the book is already available
in bound volume form. Anticipating that his "Cases on Modern
Pleading" will be used for second year teaching in schools which
maintain a first year historical course, Judge Clark adds in his
Introductory Note, "It can also be used as a beginning course for
those bold souls who believe that the way to teach modern procedure is to teach it."
As one might expect from the father, or at least one of the
fathers, of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, this course is
built around those Rules. The historical approach, in accordance
with the modern trend, is reduced to bare essentials. As Chairman of the Section of Judicial Administration of the American
Bar Association, it has been my great joy to follow the work of
our State Committees and to see one state after another coming
into the field by the adoption of one version after another of the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. This movement has been gradually gaining momentum, and it may well be that the most useful
contribution a law school can make to the present and to the
future of its law students is to follow the trend and make sure that
its students are well grounded in the fundamentals of the federal
systems. This can scarcely be done, at least by using Judge Clark's
"Cases on Modern Pleading", without bringing in a very considerable part of the material essential to the planting of the needs
which I referred to at the beginning of this address.
At the same time it must be admitted that this approach still
leaves the problems of Judicial Administration as incidentals, with
the definite possibility that they may be treated so incidentally as
to leave little permanent impression upon the mind, and especially
upon the spirit, of the student. One of the significant advantages
is that this course would fit nicely into almost any law school cur
riculum.
While on the subject of the rule-making power and its exercise,
I should like to tip my hat to Kentucky which has now authorized
its Court of Appeals to adopt and promulgate rules of procedure
in civil cases and to make needed changes from time to time. I
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have not seen the draft of its new Civil Code, but it is only reasonable to expect that it will have a few little jokers, which can easily
be removed if the bench and bar are alert to detect them. This
almost always happens where the rule-making power is exercised
for the first time, as the old habits are often hard to shake off - and
it is well to sound a word of warning.
At this point, it may not be amiss to say a word about the
teaching of the local practice or procedure. I know a good deal
about this, as my first really important course at Columbia Law
School was the course on New York Code Pleading while the old
Code of Civil Procedure was still flourishing. I continued teaching New York Practice for many years, but always under strong
faculty pressure to make the course more general and to place
less emphasis upon the details of the New York system, which
were so essential to the students who were to take their New York
bar examinations.
Just what is to be done about the teaching of Local Practice
and Procedure I cannot say. This problem will probably remain
from generation to generation to plague the deans of law schools;
and I rather suspect that no permanent and wholly satisfactory
solution will ever be found. In any event, to do any sort of job
on this particular subject I should need a separate address and
plenty of time.
The third method of treatment is exemplified by the "Cases
and Materials of Judicial Administration" of the American Casebook Series by Dean Maynard E. Pirsig of the University of Minnesota Law School. This is a pioneer volume in connection with
which many here will doubtless have in mind Dean McCormick's
collection of materials on "Organization of Courts" and Professor
Sunderland's "Cases and Materials on Judicial Administration"
Dean Pirsig s article in the August 1946 issue of the Journal of the
American Judicature Society, "A Course in Judicial Administration", gives a most interesting description of the course. In those
law schools such as Minnesota, which operate on a four year basis,
there is little difficulty in fitting this course into the general curriculum where, as I am informed, it is sometimes taken in the
third and sometimes in the fourth year. As a required course it
has had definite success. Here again, the difficulty is squeezing
such a course into the curriculum of the typical law school where
almost all of the students finish in three years.

JUDICiAL ADM1ISTRATION

The advantages of Dean Pirsig s approach are many I think
the most important of these is the fact that the materials unify the
specific problems of Judicial Administration. Again, a great deal
depends upon the skill and experience of the man conducting the
course.
Finally, there are the courses on the Legal Profession, of which
Professor Elliott E. Cheatham s "Cases and Materials on the Legal
Profession" is a good example of the types of text employed. In
the hands of a man of such ripe experience as Professor Cheatham,
and one so thoroughly imbued with the ideals of the profession
and a burning desire for the attainment of perfection in the administration of justice, it is difficult to see how this broad approach
could be improved upon. And yet, one must suspect that the
ethical problems and the host of other materials in Professor
Cheatham's book may sometimes leave insufficient time to develop
a maturity of thought on the part of the students on such subjects
as the Selection of Judges, Court Integration, Judicial Councils,
The Rule Making Power, and Administrative Directors of Courts.
Just by way of footnote, I would recommend that those interested in this subject should read "The Report of the Committee on Cooperation with the Bench and Bar", published in the
Volume of Reports of Committees of the Association of American
Law Schools in 1951, submitted by a Committee of which Joseph
F Rarick of the University of Minnesota is the Chairman. There
is also a supplement to this report, of which I have read a mimeographed copy. The two together furnish a wealth of data for those
who wish to examine the subject in detail.
Fortunately for the law schools and for American justice there
are many hardy warriors in the lists and they do battle almost daily
for improvements in judicial administration. Perhaps the greatest
of these are Vanderbilt, Parker and Bob Storey, the Dean of
Southern Methodist, and, I am happy to say, the next American
Bar president. Each of these, together with Dean Pirsig and Dean
Harno of Illinois, has been active in bar work and in the work of
judicial councils. The cooperation and interest of such men
augurs well for the future.
After this brief survey and rather incomplete and tentative
analysis of the problems, I should like to tie up my subject before
I close. In these difficult and confusing, as well as exciting and
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inspiring times, I place cynicism as public enemy number one.
As soon as anyone gets the notion in his head that everything is
going to pot, his own personal contribution to the administration
of justice or anything else becomes precisely nil. You can put me
down as an optimist. I do not think that things are going to pot.
I do not subscribe to the belief that the ideals which are formed
by the students in law school are quickly lost in the competition
to get ahead, nor do I believe that it is only a question of time before these boys and girls who leave law school with such enthusiasm will begin spending all their time chasing the almighty dollar. My ideals today are almost entirely those I formed in law
school, largely due to my intimate association with Harlan Fiske
Stone, who, as Dean of the law school, started me on my teaching
career, and who later became Chief Justice of the United States.
I was as eager as anyone to get ahead and support my family, but
I never felt that I made the slightest sacrifice when I gave up a
substantial law practice to go on the bench. I could give you the
names of literally hundreds of the leaders of the legal profession
who have kept their ideals just as I have; and whose conduct from
day to day, and whose contributions to the community of which
they form a part stand as a refutation of the charge that lawyers
are mere money grubbers.
Now by way of conclusion, let me give a practical illustration
of the importance of starting the students off on the right foot.
Only recently the Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives gave unanimous approval to a bill known as H.R. 287,
which would deprive Federal judges of some of their important
Common Law powers. In form the bill provides that any federal
judge at the time of granting instructions to the jury shall be governed by the law and practice in the state courts in which such
trial may be had, and that the judge shall make no comment upon
the weight, sufficiency or credibility of the evidence, or any part
thereof, or upon the character, appearance, demeanor or credibility of any witness or party, except as comment is authorized in
trials of such cases by the law and practice in the state courts of the
state where such trial is had. To one who has watched the Amer
ican Bar Association and various other representatives of the legal
profession condemn this legislation, year after year, it seems incredible that this attempt to make away with an ancient well-ap-

JuDIcIAL ADmNsTRATioN

proved and important function of the Federal judge should receive
unanimous approval of the Judiciary Committee of the House.
I do not need to labor the subject in such a distinguished
gathering as is now before me. We all know the advantages that
accrue to a great miscellany of litigants, especially in criminal
cases, if the powers of the judge are scotched and we return to the
old sporting theory of justice which leaves the litigants and their
counsel to battle it out in the arena, under the view of the judge
as a sort of benign but unparticipating umpire.
The point I am making is that the defeat of such unwise legislation as this seems to me to be plainly the business of the law
schools. I do not mean to say that the law schools should have
their faculties pass resolutions and enter upon a crusade. I merely
say that these matters of judicial administration are not solely the
business of judges and lawyers and legislators. No law school can
be doing its full job if the students pass from its portals without
any awareness of the significance of the host of problems of which
this is only one small example.
The student trained in law school as he should be could
scarcely, after his admission to the bar, remain passive and silent
when such a piece of legislation seems to be making progress.
Well, I have had my say. Probably I have not told you anything that is new to you. All I can hope is that I have stirred your
spirit and that there will be many to carry on from where I stop
today.
By way of postscript let me say a word or two about the Section
of Judicial Administration and cooperation between the law
schools and the organized bar. Any member of the American Bar
Association who has a real interest in improving the administration of justice may join in our work. While our Section is chiefly
composed of judges, we have many leaders of the bar and many
law school deans and professors among our members. It is a fine
group and the various Committees of the Section are now veritable
beehives of activity. If any of those here are interested, I suggest
that they write to the Secretary of the Section, Leland L. Tolman,
at the U. S. Supreme Court Building, in Washington, for information and a list of our current publications. There are no fees connected with the Section, which is of the pro bono publico variety;
nor is any charge made for any of our pamphlets or reports.
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I am hopeful that what I have said today may lead to some
joint effort which may take the form of a new committee of the
Section to Cooperate with the Law Schools, or some forum of discussion at which there may be some exchange of views by representatives of the law schools on the one hand and those of the
bench and bar on the other.
There is ample precedent. Indeed, the sort of cooperation of
which I speak has been going on for years. Through a Committee
of the University of Michigan Law Faculty a grant was received
for a study of the courts of Detroit. Chief Judge Ira W Jayne, one
of the real pioneers in modernizing court machinery, and the next
Chairman of this Section, was originally responsible for getting
the law school interested in the project. We are now working on
a survey of the organization of the courts of New York City and, if
and when we get the money the Columbia Law Faculty has agreed
to supervise the job. These are things which show what can be
done when the bar and the law schools work together. As a matter of facm it is my personal belief that the most pressing of all the
problems of Judicial Administration today is that of court integration and efficiency
The information I gave you concerning the teaching of professional ethics and judicial administration was the work of the
Committee of the Association of American Law Schools on Cooperation with Bench and Bar. The Association last December
approved the Committee's recommendations that the law schools
are to be reminded of their responsibility in this field, and that
it should encourage the study of methods of instruction in this
area. The Committee is now engaged in implementing these
recommendations. Moreover, the American Bar on motion of its
Committee on Unauthorized Practice, has voted to create a fiveman committee to meet with a similar committee from the As-

sociation of American Law Schools as a joint conference on professional responsibility; and this conference is now in the process
of being set up.
There is no reason why these things cannot be done on the
state level as well as the national. I shall leave you with the
thought which I have had in the back of my head all along, that
one hundred percent justice, which is the only sort of justice
worth having, can only be obtained by the fullest cooperation be-

JUDIciAL ADmINISTRATION

878

tween the judges, the lawyers, the law schools and the community
at large. It will be a source of infinite satisfaction to me if it should
turn out that I have contributed in any way, however small, to the
implementing of this cooperation.

